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ABSTRACT 



This study examined various trends that exist among the 246 
refereed articles published in the "Journal of Experimental Education" 
between 1990 and 1999. The study's results showed that 39 (16%) of the 
Journal articles published during this 9 -year span focused on literacy. 
Information was categorized for each article with respect to authors' gender, 
multiple versus single authorship, study design, use of statistics, age of 
subjects, number of subjects, and kind of research. There was no significant 
trend by year for the number of articles published by men, women, or 
male/female co-authors. There was also no significant trend by year for 
design of study, statistics used, or number of subjects in the study. 

However, far more of the single- authored articles were written by men than by 
women and sole-authored articles virtually disappeared after 1996. The 
majority of the studies analyzed were correlational or experimental by 
design. Statistics used were primarily ANOVA, with some use of correlational 
analyses and MANOVA. Most of the studies focused on elementary school or 
college students. There were more large-scale studies in the last one-third 
of the decade than in the first two- thirds and all of the studies were basic, 
not applied. (Contains 42 references and 5 tables of data.) (Author/RS) 



Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made 
from the original document. 
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A Decade of Literacy Research 



Abstract. 

Two hundred forty-six refereed articles were published mJEE from 1990-1999. 
Thirty-nine (16%) focused on literacy. Information was categorized for each article with 
respect to the authors’ gender, multiple versus single authorship, study design, use of 
statistics, age of subjects, number of subjects, and kind of research. There was no 
significant trend by year for the number of articles published by men, women, or 
male/female co-authors. There was also no significant trend by year for design of study, 
statistics used, or number of subjects in the study. However, far more of the single- 
authored articles were written by men than by women and sole-authored articles virtually 
disappieared after 1996. The majority of the studies analyzed were correlational or 
experimental by design. Statistics used were primarily ANOVA, with some use of 
correlational analyses and MANOVA. Most of the studies focused on elementary school 
or college students. There were more large-scale studies in the last one-third of the 
decade than in the first two-thirds. All of the studies were basic, not applied. 
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A Decade of Research in Journal of Experimental Education 

It is obvious that journals published by the major professional organizations in 
reading and writing (i.e.. International Reading Association, National Council of 
Teachers of English, National Reading Conference) are not the only sources of 
information for literacy professionals. Both researchers and K-12 public school 
personnel rely upon reported research findings to guide future research and practice. 
Scholars are accustomed to consulting professional organizations’ journals because those 
journals are focused on specific kinds of research. However, refereed journals like JEE 
also publish high-quality work on literacy issues and it is critical that they be included in 
the knowledge base of researchers and K-12 public school personnel. 

Thus, the purpose of this article is to identify research in the Journal of 
Experimental Education from 1990-1999 focused on literacy. In addition to identifying 
the literacy-related articles, information about the articles is categorized to describe the 
work published and to determine trends in literacy research, including single versus 
multiple authors, focus of the study, design, statistics used if any, age of subjects, number 
of subjects, applied versus basic research, and gender of authors. 

Methods and/or Techniques 

Three university faculty, each with a Ph.D. with a literacy focus, who are also 
credentialed public school teachers, read every abstract in JEE, 1990-1999. Each 
separately decided if the article focused on literacy and should be included in the study. 
They agreed on 97% of the articles after reading the abstracts. The other 3% were 
included/excluded following their discussion. Collectively, the researchers defined 
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literacy and applicable abstracts as those dealing with some aspect of reading, writing, 
and speaking with subjects who were students in kindergarten through graduate school. 

Following the work of Nelson and Coorough (1994), the following information 
was identified and categorized by two of the researchers on each study: 1) gender of 
authors; 2) multiple versus single authorship; 3) design of study (e g., experimental, 
descriptive, correlational, analytical, program evaluation, historical, and qualitative; 4) 
statistics (e.g., ANOVA model, frequencies and percentages, correlation, nonparametric, 
multivariate, and no statistics; 5) age of subjects; 6) number of subjects; and 7) type of 
research (applied versus basic). If the researchers could not obtain the information from 
the abstracts, the entire article was used. The researchers also categorized information 
pertaining to the topic(s) of the studies. They agreed on 99% of the categories; the other 
1% was decided through discussion. 

Data Source 

The data source were the abstracts from the articles, 1990-1999. The articles 
themselves were used when necessary. 

Results and/or Conclusions 

Two hundred forty-six articles were published in the Journal of Experimental 
Education, 1990-1999. Thirty-nine (16%) of the articles focused on literacy. The 
number of articles focusing on literacy is presented in Table 1 by year. Two-thirds of the 

Insert Table 1 here. 

articles were published in the first half of the decade. There is a noticeable decline in the 
munber of articles published on literacy after 1994. 
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Fourteen (36%) were authored by men, 6 (15%) by women, and 19 (49%) had 
male and female co-authors. Eleven (28%) of the articles were single-authored and 28 
(72%) were co-authored. There was no significant trend by year concerning the number 
of articles published by men, women, or male-female co-authors. From 1996 on, single- 
authored articles virtually disappeared. This is depicted in Table 2. 

Insert Table 2 here. 

There were no changes in predominant approaches to design during the decade, 
which is depicted in Table 3. 

Insert Table 3 here. 

Thus, 6 (15%) of the articles were correlational and 33 (85%) were experimental. The 
majority of the studies used ANOVA (29, 74%), three (8%) used correlation, two (5%) 
used ANOVA and multiple correlation, and 5 (13%) used MANOVA. All of the articles 
reported basic, not applied, research. 

Insert Table 4 here. 

The majority of the studies focused on elementary school-age children (13, 33%) 
or on college students (16, 41%). One (3%) focused on junior high students, 3 (9%) 
on high school students, and 6 (15%) were multi-age. Two (5%) of the studies had 0-25 
subjects, 6 (15%) had 26-50 subjects, 6 (15%) had 51-75 subjects, 6 (15%) had 76-100 
subjects, 7 (18%) had 101-150 subjects, 3 (8%) had 151-200 subjects, 5 13%) had 200 or 
more subjects, 1 (3%) had more than 500 subjects, 1 (3%) had more than 750 subjects, 
and 2 (5%) had more than 1000 subjects. See Table 4. 

The articles had primarily one focus. If there were multiple foci, articles were 
categorized for each focus. See Table 5. 
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Insert Table 5 here. 

Three articles focused on assessment, 3 on belief systems, 2 on content area reading, 18 
on reading comprehension, 1 on technology, 1 1 on studying, 1 on phonological 
awareness, 6 on reading strategies, 2 on vocabulary, 1 on gender-related issues, 2 on 
special education learners, 8 on writing, 1 on spelling, 2 on background knowledge, 4 oh 
text, 5 on psychological factors, and 1 on self-concept. 

Conclusions 

As expectations for scholarly publications continue to be demanding, this study 
provides a venue for obtaining information with ease and accuracy by categorizing 
information about design, use of statistics, authors, topics, and age and munber of 
subjects. It is especially noteworthy that a wide variety of topics are reported. It is also 
important to note that the papers are reporting empirical, not conceptual, research. 
Statistics are used in each article. The research reported is predominantly experimental in 
design, which is unusual since many literacy journals are reporting more descriptive 
kinds of studies. ANOVA is the predominant statistical analysis used. There are twice 
the number of male single-authored articles than female single-authored articles, 
although the majority of the articles have multiple authors with male/female authors. 
Single-authored articles virtually disappeared during the last 1/3 of the decade. Half the 
studies have fewer than 100 subjects. Almost 80% of the articles are focusing on 
elementary and college students. All of the articles report basic, not applied, research, 
which is also noteworthy since many journals do include sigmficant numbers of applied 



studies. 



A Decade of Literacy Research 

In conclusion, the end of the decade gives us an opportunity to reflect upon our 
work and the work of our colleagues. JEE is an important journal and makes a 
sigmficant contribution to literacy research. The analysis given here should give 
researchers interested in literacy topics a general framework to operate within when 
reviewing work, especially work outside literacy organi2ations’ journals. That JEE 
makes a significant contribution is clear. 
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Table 1 Number of Articles by Year 

Year Number of Articles 



1990 9 

1991 6 

1992 3 

1993 5 

1994 6 

1995 2 

1996 0 

1997 3 

1998 1 

1990 4 
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Table 2 Single vs. Multiple-Authored Articles by Year 

Year Single Author Multiple Authors 



1990 

1991 

1992 

1993 

1994 

1995 

1996 

1997 

1998 

1999 



2 

2 

0 

3 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 



7 

4 

3 
2 

4 
1 
0 
3 
1 
3 
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Table 3 Design of Study by Year 



Year Design 

Correlational 

1990 1 

1991 1 

1992 0 

1993 0 

1994 2 

1995 1 

1996 0 

1997 0 

1998 0 

1999 1 



Experimental 

8 (includes 1 with correlation) 
5 (inlcudes 1 with correlation) 

3 
5 

4 
1 
0 
3 
1 
3 
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A Decade of Literacy Research 



Table 5 Studies by Topic 

Assessment 
Casteel, 1991 
Friedman & Ansley, 1990 
Page, 1994 

Background Knowledge 

Kosmoski, Gay, & Vockel, 19901 
Lambiotte & Dansereau, 1992 

Belief Systems 
Chan, 1994 

Louth, McAllister, & McAllister, 1993 
Skaalvik& Valas, 1999 

Content Area 

Cunningham & Gall, 1990 
Lambiotte & Dansereau, 1992 

Gender-related Issues 

McMinn, Troyer, Hannum, & Foster, 1991 

Phonological Awareness 

Awaida & Beech, 1995 

Psychological Factors 
Chan, 1994 

Cool, Yari>rough, Patton, Runde, & Keith, 1994 
Das & Mishra, 1991 
Gamer & Gillingham, 1991 
Yeung, 1999 

Reading Comprehension 
Chan, 1994 

Cool, Yarbrough, Patton, Runde, & Keith, 1994 
Crano & Johnson, 1991 
Cunningham & Gall, 1990 
Foos. 1995 

Gamer & Gillingham, 1991 
Hall, Dansereau, & Skaggs, 1992 
Hall, Hall, & Saling, 1999 
Hall & Sidio-Hall, 1994a 
Hall & Sidio-Hall, 1994b 
Hamilton, 1990 
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King &Rosenshine, 1993 
Shimoda, 1993 

Spires, Gallini & Riggsbee, 1992 
Tuckman, 1993 

Verdi, Johnson, Stock, Kulhavy, & Whitman-Ahem, 1997 
Webb, Saltz, McCarthy, & Kealy, 1993 
Yeung, 1999 

Reading Strategies 
Foos, 1995 

Hall, Dansereau & Skaggs, 1992 
Hamilton, 1990 

Kiewra, Mayer, DuBois, Christensen, Kim, & Risch, 1997 
Thornton, Bohlmeryer, Dickson, & Kulhavy, 1990 
Tuckmanl993 

Self-concept 
Skaalvik & Valas, 1999 

Special Education Learners 

Chan, 1994 
Das &Mishra, 1991 

Spelling 

Butyniec-Thomas & Woloshyn, 1997 

Studying 

Foos, 1995 

Hall, Dansereau, & Skaggs, 1992 
Hall, Hall, & Saling, 1999 
Hall & Sidio-Hall, 1994a 
Hall & Sidio-Hall, 1994b 

Kiewra, Mayer, Dubois, Christensen, Kim, & Risch, 1997 
Lambiotte & Dansereau, 1992 
Robinson, Katayama, Dubois, & Devaney, 1998 
Tuckman, 1993 

Thornton, Bohlmeyer, Dickson, & Kulhavy, 1990 
Webb, Saltz, McCarthy, & Kealy, 1993 

Technology 
Page, 1994 
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Text 

Cunningham & Gall, 1990 

Hall. Hall, & Saling, 1999 

Robinson, Katayama, Dubois, & Devany, 1998 

Verdi, Johnson, Stock, Kulhavy, & Whitman- Ahem, 1997 

Vocabulary 
Troutt-Ervin, 1990 
Yeung, 1999 

Writing 

Andrews, Beal, & Corson, 1990 
Brodney, Reeves, & Kazelskis, 1999 
Knudson, 1991 
Knudson, 1993 

Louth, McAllister, & McAllister, 1993 
Meulenbroek & Van Galen, 1990 
Page, 1994 

Reynolds & Hart, 1990 
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